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REMARKS 

Claim Changes 

Claim 1 is amended to recite "to establish if a periodicity of reverse link 
transmissions will be altered." These changes are based at least on page 8, lines 13-15 
of the specification as filed. Thus, no new matter is added. 

Claim 6 is amended to recite "determining a desired gating rate, wherein the 
gating rate refers to a time period between reverse link communications." These 
changes are based at least on page 8, lines 13-15 of the specification as filed. Thus, no 
new matter is added. 

Claims 21 and 22 are amended to recite "wherein the first rate refers to a first 
periodicity of providing reverse link quality measurements and the second rate refers 
to a second periodicity of providing reverse link quality measurements." These 
changes are based at least on page 8, lines 13-15, and page 9, lines 15-19 of the 
specification as filed. Thus, no new matter is added. 

No amendment made is related to the statutory requirements of patentability 
unless expressly stated herein. No amendment is made for the purpose of narrowing 
the scope of any claim, unless Applicant had argued herein that such amendment is 
made to distinguish over a particular reference or combination of references. Any 
remarks made herein with respect to a given claim or amendment is intended only in 
the context of that specific claim or amendment, and should not be applied to other 
claims, amendments, or aspects of Applicant's invention. 

Voluntarv Amendment to the Specification 

Applicant has voluntarily amended the specification to correct part numbers in 
a drawing description. No new matter is added with this amendment. 

Objection to the Drawings 

In response to the objection to FIGS. 1-7 for being hand drawn and containing 
illegible figure numbers, new drawings on replacement sheets are transmitted 

herewith. 
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Rejection of claims 1-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as being anticipated by US 
6.205.129 (Esteves) 

Applicant respectfiiUy traverses in part and amends in part. Applicant has 
amended the claims to clarify the invention. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
reconsideration of the rejection of claims 1-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 

anticipated by Esteves. 

Applicant has carefully reviewed the present application and the cited art and 
has amended independent claims 1,6,21, and 22 to clarify the claimed invention. The 
amendments are made as discussed above. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Esteves does not anticipate, either 
expressly or inherently, each and every element as set forth in independent claim 1 as 
amended. Specifically, independent claim 1 recites "communicating with the base 
station to establish if a periodicitv of reverse link transmissions will be altered 
depending on the determined quality level" which is not anticipated either expressly 
or inherently, in Esteves. 

Esteves describes controlling a data rate associated with transmission of 
information from a base station to a mobile station. Controlling the data rate is 
performed by the base station transmitting data to the mobile station on a forward 
link. In turn, the mobile station sends a data control message on a reverse link to the 
base station. The data control message includes a data rate that the base station should 
use for transmitting data on the forward link to the mobile station. In turn, the base 
station uses the data rate to transmit data to the mobile station at the data rate on the 
forward link. Esteves, col. 2, lines 49-55. 

In contrast. Applicant's claim 1 is directed to a method of operating a 
communication device by "determining a quality level of a broadcast transmission 
signal; and communicating with the base station to establish if a periodicitv of reverse 
link transmissions will be altered" depending on the determined quality level. At 
most, in Esteves, the rate at which data is transmitted on the forward link from the 
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base station to the mobile station is controlled. Esteves, col. 2, lines 28-33 and 53-56. 
Thus, because Esteves makes no mention of controlling the data rate on the reverse 
link, Applicant's limitation of establishing "if a periodicity of reverse link 
transmissions will be altered" is missing in Esteves. 

Further, independent claim 6 has been amended to recite "determining a 
desired gating rate, wherein the gating rate refers to a time period between reverse 
link communications." Applicant respectfully submits that Esteves does not 
anticipate, either expressly or inherently, each and eveiy element as set forth in 
independent claim 6 as amended. At most, Esteves discloses predicting the rate at 
which data is to be transmitted on the foiward link from the base station to the mobile 
station. Esteves, col. 4, lines 25-29. Thus, because Esteves makes no mention of 
predicting the rate at which data is to be transmitted on the reverse link, Applicant's 
limitation of "determining a desired gating rate," where "the gating rate refers to a 
time period between reverse link communications" is missing in Esteves. 

Further, claim 6 recites "increasing the time period between reverse link 
communications" which is not anticipated either expressly or inherently, in Esteves. 
At most, Esteves discloses controlling the rate at which data is transmitted on the 
forward link from the base station to the mobile station. Esteves, col. 2, lines 28-33 
and 53-56. Thus, because Esteves makes no mention of controlling the data rate on 
the reverse link, Applicant's limitation of "increasing the time period between reverse 
link communications" is missing in Esteves. 

Regarding independent claim 11, Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 
statement on page 4 of the Office Action dated April 03, 2007 that "Esteves 
teaches. . .transmitting a message to select wireless communication devices to start 
gating on a reverse link when the parameter crosses the threshold." Applicant's claim 
recites "transmitting a message to select wireless communication devices to start 
gating on a reverse link." In contrast, Esteves discloses a data transmission system 
where the forward and reverse links associated with each mobile station are 
maintained in a balanced state. Esteves, col. 2, lines 8-1 1. Thus, Applicant's limitation 
of "transmitting a message to select wireless communication devices" is missing in 
Esteves. 
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Also, Applicant's claim 1 1 recites "transmitting a message to select wireless 
communication devices to start gating a reverse link ." In contrast, Esteves discloses 
transmitting variable data rate control information from the mobile station to the base 
station to control the data transmission rate on the forward link . Esteves, col. 2, lines 
28-33 and 53-56. Thus, Esteves makes no mention of transmitting control information 
to the mobile station to control the data transmission rate on the reverse link. 
Applicant's limitation of "transmitting a message to select wireless communication 
devices to start gating a reverse link" is therefore missing in Esteves. 

Further, independent claims 21 and 22, have been amended to recite "establish 
if reverse link quality measurements will be provided at a first rate or a second 
rate. . .wherein the first rate being a first periodicity of providing reverse link quality 
measurements and the second rate being a second periodicity of providing reverse link 
quality measurements." Applicant respectfiiUy submits that Esteves does not 
anticipate, either expressly or inherently, each and every element as set forth in 
independent claims 21 and 22. At most, Esteves discloses predicting the rate at which 
data is to be transmitted on the forward link from the base station to the mobile 
station. Esteves, col. 4, lines 25-29. Thus, because Esteves makes no mention of 
predicting the rate at which data is to be transmitted on the reverse Unk, Applicant's 
limitation of "establishing if reverse link quality measurements will be provided at a 
first rate or a second rate" is missing in Esteves. 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that Esteves does not 
disclose every limitation of the claims, and can not anticipate the claimed invention. 
Applicant therefore submits that claims 1,6, 11,21, and 22 are not anticipated by 
Esteves, and therefore the rejection of claims 1, 6, 1 1, 21, and 22 under 35 USC 
102(b) should be withdrawn. Applicant requests that claims 1,6, 11,21, and 22 may 
now be passed to allowance. 

Dependent claims 2-5, 7-10, and 12-20 depend from, and include all the 
limitations of the respective independent claims 1, 6, and 1 1 from which they depend. 
Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of dependent claims 2-5, 7- 
10, and 12-20 and requests the withdrawal of the rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in 
this case. Such action is earnestly solicited by the Applicant. Should the Examiner 
have any questions, comments, or suggestions, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
Applicant's attorney or agent at the telephone number indicated below. 

Please charge any fees that may be due to Deposit Account 5021 17, Motorola, 

Inc. 



Respectfully submitted. 

Please send correspondence to: B Y:/Randall Vaas/ Aug 3. 2007 

Motorola, Inc. Randall S. Vaas Date 

Personal Communications Sector Registration No. 34,479 

600 North US Highway 45 AS437 Phone (847) 523-2327 

Libertyville, IL 60048 Fax. No. (847) 523-2350 
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